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ARGUMENT 

lf u ie pcadc«( ( Mms Ih, 2^^ aad 30 are AH 

Independent Claims 16. 23, and 30 were rejected under 35 U.SX\ § 103(a) as being 
■^mpascntahk ,^ver ^^edd^ {V S Patcai Publication No. 2004/0043791) m view of SOP P (3GPP 
] S i 1 .1 11 ^ cjHon 4.5 o Rdoasc 4. 200142), 

in order to establish a prima laqie case of obviousness, the references cited by tlic 
l^xamintT must disclose all claimed Umilatioiis. in re Royka, 490 F,2d 981, ISO li.S.P>Q. 5W 
(C CP, A 1 974). ¥,ven if each ]i?nitation is disclosed in a combination of references, hoxvevcr, a 
claira composed o>\weri^ ok-inoris .s roi pfv->v(.v .■>h\iou^ hkioIn h> deiuor.xtrail',!, th.r each of 
its clemt'ot^ wai mJcpcnacnii\ , know n m the pnor art, kSR hti i Co v 'fdetiex I>ic.AZ7 ^.d. 
Mil, 1"4I i200"7~s Rather, the Examiner must identify an apparent reason to combine the 
known elements in the fashion claimed. Id. 'ilejections on obviousnes.^ grounds cannot be 
sustained by ms? e concI«sor> statements; instead, there must be some articulated reasoning with 
some rational underpinning to suppoit the legal conciusion of obviottsnes,s," M. citing In re 
KahfK 441 }• ?d i>77, 9S8 (Fed. Cir. 20{)b! 1 inolK, the reason must be free of the disiorlior- 
c.s.ht.: r ndi>:glr. bia^ and ma> not roi\ on c\ po-^t icasomng !\.'<R. 12" S Ct. ,u i"'-*^. I-: 
tiddjtion, evidence tb:u such a combimnitm was uniquely chaUengmg or difficul: lends to ^hov^ 
that a claim was not obvious. Leapfrog Enterprms, Inc. v. Fisher-Frice, Inc. artcI Mmtel, Inc., 
485 F.3d 1 157. 1 U>2 iFed Cir. 20t}7). citini, KSR, 111 S Ct, at 1741 . 

Applieanti? tr:acrse ihe rejections of Claims lb. 23, and 30 bailed on Pe<.id\ and JiiPF. as 
discussed beknv, 

First, the ILxan^iner acknowledges that Reddy does not teach "polling tlie terminal station, 
b}' a uni^^'ersal chip card instaHed in the terminal station, for pecitlc subscriber data oi" ihe 
x-Mielo^ici Icc-.l nobA'.'sk \\n the ioyicai connection." (OtTice A.ti<>n. -xiij^ Rather, the 
IXainii-sci dlkj.i;? that ,^\-7 /' tcacries this limitation. According to the iivamiucs 
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sechrsca. specifica-on ZO^P TS 3" " -i b 0 Reie^^se 4, Dec 2001 

teachejs. orce the ME has made iis at-empt to execute a proactive cxjn^snand 
from the UiCC, the ME shall inform the UlCC of the success or otherwise of inat 
command, fey using TERMINAL RESPONSE. TUfSi mess^e gives the commsmf 
detajiSs inGiudirtg the number pf pdmi^^^ a general resyit and somMinites rnore 
specific inform at-on (Sectioti; 6.7), it also teaches, ME informs UlCC for NO 
SERViCE is currentiy avaiiabie, NO radio resource currentiy avisilat^e. 
The provide iotai informa tion command requests the ME to send current iocai 
infomiation ro the UiCC. this information inciudes tne Mobile CoLinti-y Code MCC, 
mobiie network code MNC. location area cc?de LAC and ceil iP of the current 
serving celt, ^e MB\ of the ME, the network measurement resuits and the 30CH 
channel ssst, the current date, i.me and time zone etc.. (Sectton 6,4.1S), 
(Final Dftice Aciion, pages 6-7). 

Appiicarnp re-specifiiUy Jisaiiree with the Pxaininer's rcasoriins.', JijFP\ tcdclih^g of the 
ME informing tlic VlCC that "NO SIIRMCB is currently available" or "NO radio resotsrcc 
ciuTcntly available'" {SGFF. Section 6.7) indicates that the UlCC is not "'polling ^he; fcnmnal 
station ... for the iogica! connection''' Fuither, "NO SERVICE'" snd "NO radio resoisrce 
cisrrenily avaiiabk' clearly indicate that the commujiication is not m»de with resp ect to. a 
detected acfiyky or connection. a.s in Applicants' claimed invention. Obviously, a '^NO 
SBRVICE'' ;MKi"NO resource cunvntl) asaiksble" indiccites there no h'^i.i v.a! vonueviion . 
arKi lhas cic^riv carinot read on "initiating a logicai connection between the wireless \'K-A 
sietwork luiJ the tenninal station; and polling the terminal station. b> a umvors.il cl-ip ^.arJ 
installed iri the lenninal .station, for specitk subscriber data of the wireless local nctwfirk ibr ilje 
logical connect ion," as recited in claim 1 . 



AllX^RNiliY iXXXirr PATENT APPLiCATION 

03869. 1 05895 1 0/522,345 

4 

I jrt'Ki mth xC&pv*ct io Uic local lutoimation disciobed m KiFF, Svttjoa 6 4 15 one 
of oftlmarv skiU m the art would recogm/e thdt the specific items of local ln*bmiat or' arc the 
itoms ot mfoimation mentioned <turmg the establishment of the comwdmn. not ajUf the 
s^onmiitoff ?s ( <>iabi?'ihed (c g lor monuonng the established connection oi for ckardtwn of an 

esta&hshed comiecSioii L 

Ine \ *un.iit;r the vpeciik iterm ot 'Lotal Inibrmauon" listed m iCifP Section ^ 4 i are 
not ^ hpecifit subscriber 4ata.^' There is no mdtcaUon that any of such data is fcpecifn, to th<. 
particular subscnher 3(rPP di>es ao* toa..h ihe T ICC polling the MF lor " %pettfti wb^irihtt 
daio tr^Uvh -^xhcrc si ch ixjilnii; li. doac in ic:jron>,c to a logical connection untatcd between 
be \\ < a s -.Mwk o u tU Wrt u ii\ sUtion 

( or at leavt the Acinous reasons i>et iorth ^bove, Apphcanb rcspeatulh ^uh lu tiut even 
n Red(h co>ild be combined ^\itii SOPP {\^h!ch Apphcantjs do not concede) the requiting s\btciT> 

lias ^pfL^uut'^ uspvUfall^ 'vu'^i i. 1 at ^sxi kt <. \ n u ^ w. -uia i^ivd ri>ni 

ClauTi lb, a*; wcL a^ a i ciaim*; tliat depend therefrom Aho foi vmCar ica^son^ Vprbt^jntN 
ri.qe<.M revonsidt^rauon and allowance of amended independent Clamis 23 and 30. as wt.!} as all 
claims d>at depend therefrom, 

All De^eiiieftt Oainis ar^ Alioiyablet 

Dependent Claims 17, 19-22. 24, and 26-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C". § 103(a) as 
being unpatemsble over Redify in view of 3GPP, 

DQpfii\dQni Claims 18 and 25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § l-;\"ia) a:-> Hoing 
unpatenuifcie over ^f\n u- vioxs of ?(tP^' -cxd r-.irtht.T in vit-xs of/.t-u\S Pa;c^u S<^ {\5 

All dependent claims are aliowabic at least because they defend tnmi ihc iiidepvndcnt 
ciaim:s shoxMi to be allowable, Funhen Le fails to teach the fcauims not taught by RecMy and 
3GPP. Thus, for at least these reasotts. Applicants submit tliat ail pending dependent claims are 
allowable. 
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conclusion: 

AppHcants have macie an earnest eflbit to place this case in conditiotn for allowafiie« in 
iight of the remarks set forth above. Applicants respecifuHy request fecousiibratbii of the 
pettdhVg claims* 

Applicants stthmit tMs ArgumeTit in Support of Pf C'^ppeal Brief Reqiiest for Eeview 
i)K'>'^-; a \ ncc or Appeal \ppio<in*5 .luhon^j ibe C\firir.sv.u»'itn obvireo Ikpoo,? 
^\cLuuiu \o >w~4STi jr iho amount of $540 loi the Notice of Appeal fee. .i,-? as $B0 ior ^ 
one-month extension, to Deposit Accoimt 50-4871 in order to effectuate this filing. 

Applicant believes ther^ are no other fees due at ihjs time. However, the Commissioner 
herebs aiitiiorizcd to chai-ge my fees necessary or credit any overpa>Tnent to Deposit Account 
Xo 5(i-^871 of King & Spalding L.LR 

If there ate any matters concerning this Application that may be cleared up m a telephone 
conversauon, please contact Applicants' attorney at 512-457-2031. 

Respectfuiiy submitted. 
KING & SPALDING LLP 
Attorney for .Applicants 

l:>ic M. Grabski 
Registration No, 51J49 

Date: November 22, 2010 
SEND CORRIsSPONDENCB TO : 

K{NG & SPALDrNG L.L.P. 

CI ^STOML- R ACCOUNT NO. mS2H 
512-457-2100 (tkx) 



